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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1,9-11 and 1 9-24 remain pending. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

2. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 21 
August 2007 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 



Application/Control Number: Page 3 

10/027,409 

Art Unit: 2142 

5. Claims 1,9-11 and 19-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Tracton et al. (US 6,470,378 B1), hereinafter referred to as Tracton, 
in view of Fields et al. (US 6,412,008 B1), hereinafter referred to as Fields, and further 
in view of Colby et al. (US 6,862,624), hereinafter referred to as Colby. 

6. Regarding claim 1 , Tracton teaches a method in a data processing system 
comprising a web server having a web page with a content, the method comprising the 
steps of: 

determining to download the web page to a client responsive to receiving a 
request message from the client to download the web page (col. 3, II. 41-42); 

obtaining a client capability of the client from a source other than the client 
responsive to the determination (col. 4, II. 7-10). 

Tracton teaches the obtainment of a client capability (col. 4, II. 7-10) but does not 
explicitly teach the analyzing of a request message to detect a minimum client 
characteristic which is included within the request message. However, in related art, 
Fields teaches on this aspect wherein Fields taught in column 2, lines 47-55 the sending 
of a request by a client to a server for a network file. Included within the client request 
is information which may include the client machine type, browser and other 
customization options. One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the applicant's 
invention would have found it obvious to enable Tracton to analyze a request message 
for minimum client characteristics as taught by Fields. One of ordinary skill in the art 
would have been motivated to perform this operation to further enable the customization 
of network files being served to clients for display based on browser type, client 
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machine type, current conditions, user preferences and corporate requirements, etc. as 
taught by Fields in column 2, lines 30-37. Tracton and Fields teach further adapting the 
content of the web page to be compatible with the obtained client capability and the 
minimum client characteristic (Tracton, col. 4, II. 10-13); and downloading the web page 
with the adapted content to the client (Tracton, col. 4, II. 10-13). 

Tracton and Fields teach the above limitations but do not explicitly teach 
"wherein the web server retrieves the client capability from a local secondary storage on 
the web server". Tracton teaches wherein a client capability can be obtained from a 
registry located remotely for security reasons (col. 4, II. 4-13). However, in related art, 
Colby teaches wherein a server can store information locally, the information being of 
client information with respect to a client's capability. Colby teaches in Figure 2 a Client 
Capability Database (CCD), item 112 and column 7, lines 17-21 the CCD which 
contains information related to the known capabilities of clients and therefore directly 
teaches on the ability of a server being able to access information with respect to client 
capability information from a local storage area. One of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the applicant's invention would have found it obvious to modify the teachings of 
Tracton and Fields in view of Colby, wherein it would have been obvious to make a 
slight modification to the "registry" taught by Tracton by implementing the "registry" to be 
located locally with respect to the web server instead of being in a remote location. One 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the applicant's invention would have recognized 
the advantage of placing information accessible locally instead of remotely would 
accelerate information access speed due to decreasing the amount of transactions that 
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need to be conducted over the network. One of ordinary skill would have been 
motivated for the reasons stated above, specifically in order to accelerate "client 
capability" determination transaction speed. 

7. Regarding claim 9, Tracton and Colby teach the method wherein the client 
comprises a browser program, and wherein the client capability comprises a setting of 
the browser program (Tracton, col. 6, II. 44-49). 

8. Regarding claim 10, Tracton and Colby teach the method wherein the client 
capability comprises a video display capability of the client (Traction, col. 4, II. 33-42). 

9. Regarding claim 1 1 , Tracton teaches a computer readable medium containing 
instructions that cause a data processing system comprising a web server having a web 
page with a content to perform a method comprising the steps of: 

determining to download the web page to a client responsive to receiving a 
request message from the client to download the web page (col. 3, II. 41-42); 

obtaining a client capability of the client from a source other than the client 
responsive to the determination (col. 4, II. 7-10). 

Tracton teaches the obtainment of a client capability (col. 4, II. 7-10) but does not 
explicitly teach the analyzing of a request message to detect a minimum client 
characteristic which is included within the request message. However, in related art, 
Fields teaches on this aspect wherein Fields taught in column 2, lines 47-55 the sending 
of a request by a client to a server for a network file. Included within the client request 
is information which may include the client machine type, browser and other 
customization options. One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the applicant's 
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invention would have found it obvious to enable Tracton to analyze a request message 
for minimum client characteristics as taught by Fields. One of ordinary skill in the art 
would have been motivated to perform this operation to further enable the customization 
of network files being served to clients for display based on browser type, client 
machine type, current conditions, user preferences and corporate requirements, etc. as 
taught by Fields in column 2, lines 30-37. Tracton and Fields teach further adapting the 
content of the web page to be compatible with the obtained client capability and the 
minimum client characteristic (Tracton, col. 4, II. 10-13); and downloading the web page 
with the adapted content to the client (Tracton, col. 4, II. 10-13). 

Tracton and Fields teach the above limitations but do not explicitly teach 
"wherein the web server retrieves the client capability from a local secondary storage on 
the web server". Tracton teaches wherein a client capability can be obtained from a 
registry located remotely for security reasons (col. 4, II. 4-13). However, in related art, 
Colby teaches wherein a server can store information locally, the information being of 
client information with respect to a client's capability. Colby teaches in Figure 2 a Client 
Capability Database (CCD), item 112 and column 7, lines 17-21 the CCD which 
contains information related to the known capabilities of clients and therefore directly 
teaches on the ability of a server being able to access information with respect to client 
capability information from a local storage area. One of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the applicant's invention would have found it obvious to modify the teachings of 
Tracton and Fields in view of Colby, wherein it would have been obvious to make a 
slight modification to the "registry" taught by Tracton by implementing the "registry" to be 
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located locally with respect to the web server instead of being in a remote location. One 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the applicant's invention would have recognized 
the advantage of placing information accessible locally instead of remotely would 
accelerate information access speed due to decreasing the amount of transactions that 
need to be conducted over the network. One of ordinary skill would have been 
motivated for the reasons stated above, specifically in order to accelerate "client 
capability" determination transaction speed. 

10. Regarding claim 19, Tracton and Colby teach the method wherein the client 
comprises a browser program, and wherein the client capability comprises a setting of 
the browser program (Tracton, col. 6, II. 44-49). 

1 1 . Regarding claim 20, Tracton and Colby teach the method wherein the client 
capability comprises a video display capability of the client (Tracton, col. 4, II. 33-42). 

12. Regarding claim 21, Tracton and Fields teach a stored web page with a content 
(Tracton, figure 4, item 120; web page content) but do not explicitly teach "wherein the 
web server retrieves the client capability from a local secondary storage on the web 
server". Tracton teaches wherein a client capability can be obtained from a registry 
located remotely for security reasons (col. 4, II. 4-13). However, in related art, Colby 
teaches wherein a server can store information locally, the information being of client 
information with respect to a client's capability. Colby teaches in Figure 2 a Client 
Capability Database (CCD), item 1 12 and column 7, lines 17-21 the CCD which 
contains information related to the known capabilities of clients and therefore directly 
teaches on the ability of a server being able to access information with respect to client 
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capability information from a local storage area. One of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the applicant's invention would have found it obvious to modify the teachings of 
Tracton and Fields in view of Colby, wherein it would have been obvious to make a 
slight modification to the "registry" taught by Tracton by implementing the "registry" to be 
located locally with respect to the web server instead of being in a remote location. One 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the applicant's invention would have recognized 
the advantage of placing information accessible locally instead of remotely would 
accelerate information access speed due to decreasing the amount of transactions that 
need to be conducted over the network. One of ordinary skill would have been 
motivated for the reasons stated above, specifically in order to accelerate "client 
capability" determination transaction speed. 

Tracton teaches the obtainment of a client capability (col. 4, II. 7-10) but does not 
explicitly teach the analyzing of a request message to detect a minimum client 
characteristic which is included within the request message. However, in related art, 
Fields teaches on this aspect wherein Fields taught in column 2, lines 47-55 the sending 
of a request by a client to a server for a network file. Included within the client request 
is information which may include the client machine type, browser and other 
customization options. One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the applicant's 
invention would have found it obvious to enable Tracton to analyze a request message 
for minimum client characteristics as taught by Fields. One of ordinary skill in the art 
would have been motivated to perform this operation to further enable the customization 
of network files being served to clients for display based on browser type, client 
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machine type, current conditions, user preferences and corporate requirements, etc. as 
taught by Fields in column 2, lines 30-37. Tracton and Fields teach further adapting the 
content of the web page to be compatible with the obtained client capability and the 
minimum client characteristic (Tracton, col. 4, II. 10-13); and downloading the web page 
with the adapted content to the client (Tracton, col. 4, II. 10-13). 

13. Regarding claim 22, Tracton and Colby teach the method wherein the client 
comprises a browser program, and wherein the client capability comprises a setting of 
the browser program (Tracton, col. 6, II. 44-49). 

14. Regarding claim 23, Tracton and Colby teach the method wherein the client 
capability comprises a video display capability of the client (Tracton, col. 4, II. 33-42). 

15. Regarding claim 24, Tracton teaches a data processing system for providing a 
web page with a content to a client, the data processing system comprising: 

means for determining to download the web page to a client responsive to 
receiving a request message from the client to download the web page (col. 3, II. 41- 
42); 

means for obtaining a client capability of the client from a source other than the 
client responsive to the determination (col. 4, II. 7-10). 

Tracton teaches the obtainment of a client capability (col. 4, II. 7-10) but does not 
explicitly teach the analyzing of a request message to detect a minimum client 
characteristic which is included within the request message. However, in related art, 
Fields teaches on this aspect wherein Fields taught in column 2, lines 47-55 the sending 
of a request by a client to a server for a network file. Included within the client request 
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is information which may include the client machine type, browser and other 
customization options. One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the applicant's 
invention would have found it obvious to enable Tracton to analyze a request message 
for minimum client characteristics as taught by Fields. One of ordinary skill in the art 
would have been motivated to perform this operation to further enable the customization 
of network files being served to clients for display based on browser type, client 
machine type, current conditions, user preferences and corporate requirements, etc. as 
taught by Fields in column 2, lines 30-37. Tracton and Fields teach further adapting the 
content of the web page to be compatible with the obtained client capability and the 
minimum client characteristic (Tracton, col. 4, II. 10-13); and downloading the web page 
with the adapted content to the client (Tracton, col. 4, II. 10-13). 

Tracton and Fields teach the above limitations but do not explicitly teach 
"wherein the web server retrieves the client capability from a local secondary storage on 
the web server". Tracton teaches wherein a client capability can be obtained from a 
registry located remotely for security reasons (col. 4, II. 4-13). However, in related art, 
Colby teaches wherein a server can store information locally, the information being of 
client information with respect to a client's capability. Colby teaches in Figure 2 a Client 
Capability Database (CCD), item 112 and column' 7, lines 17-21 the CCD which 
contains information related to the known capabilities of clients and therefore directly 
teaches on the ability of a server being able to access information with respect to client 
capability information from a local storage area. One of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the applicant's invention would have found it obvious to modify the teachings of 
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Tracton and Fields in view of Colby, wherein it would have been obvious to make a 
slight modification to the "registry" taught by Tracton by implementing the "registry" to be 
located locally with respect to the web server instead of being in a remote location. One 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the applicant's invention would have recognized 
the advantage of placing information accessible locally instead of remotely would 
accelerate information access speed due to decreasing the amount of transactions that 
need to be conducted over the network. One of ordinary skill would have been 
motivated for the reasons stated above, specifically in order to accelerate "client 
capability" determination transaction speed. 

Response to Arguments 
16. Applicant's arguments with respect to the claims have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Benjamin A. Ailes whose telephone number is (571)272- 
3899. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 6:30-4, IFP Work Schedule. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Caldwell can be reached on (571)272-3868. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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